HISTORICAL    IMAGE    OF    NAPOLEON   BONAPARTE
crowned heads of Europe received blows from which they never
recovered. Looking back at Napoleon today, we must see him against
the background of his age and as the product of the conditions out-
lined in this analysis.
Napoleon Bonaparte was in reality the last great and progressive
martial captain of the bourgeoisie, as Cromwell was the first. But the
tasks he inherited were not purely military, and he was well aware of
this. With all his apparent love of war, he did not make war solely
for love of it. It was Clausewitz, military theoretician of the Napo-
leonic era, who declared that war is an instrument of policy. This was
no mere speculation. It was concrete observation based on Napoleon
and the Napoleonic period. Napoleon was a man of his times. He
did not invent his policy or the notion of war as an instrument of
policy. The mercantilists before him had conceived of war as a
means of securing and increasing the wealth of the nation.46
Napoleon's continental system was more than a plan for looting. It
was an expression of this policy. It was based on the idea of a Europe
unified under the aegis of a bourgeois France; free of tariff barriers,
free of all feudal fetters, and thus one vast era for expansion. In a
sense this was a vision parallel to that of Alexander Hamilton in
America. Negatively, the continental system was a form of economic
warfare aimed to bring England to her knees. But had this been
accomplished, the positive aim of the system would also have been
achieved.
Napoleon often spoke proudly of his glory. Undoubtedly he was
proud of his own glory. With success, victories, power, his egotism
became exaggerated. He dreamed of mastery of the world. But at
the same time, if we interpret him psychologically, if we see him
merely as the embodiment of a spirit of martial egotism, we will not
understand either him or his times. He was a bourgeois emperor, a
man of order, and acutely conscious of this fact. Thus, in Moscow,
he posed the question of freeing the Russian serfs, but he did not
issue an.emancipation proclamation. He knew he was a man who
ended revolutions, not one who began them. Incapable of freeing
the serfs, he had to remain in Moscow and try to make terms with
Alexander. There was no Russian middle class with which to deal,
and he knew that his power was based on the middle class* He was
46 The historian Edward Mead Earle offers a study of the relationship between
Adam Smith's ideas on war and those of Alexander Hamilton in. his chapter "Adam
Smith, Alexander Hamilton, Friedrich List; The Economic Foundations of
Military Power'* printed in Makers of Modem Strategy: Military Thought from
Machiavelli to Hitler, edited by Edward Mead Earle (Princeton, N. J., 1943). Earle
does not draw conclusions concerning the co-relation between Hamilton and
Napoleon, but I think that this co-relation is clearly indicated.
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